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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 March 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-15 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) E3 The drawing(s) filed on 22 December 2003 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 26 
March 2007 has been entered. 



Response to Amendment 

2. This Office Action is filed in response to amendments filed on 26 March 2007 for 
Application* 10/743, 606. Claims 1, 7, 14, 15 were amended. Claims 1-15 are 
currently pending and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
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one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

5. As per Claim 1 , Applicant has amended the claim to include the limitation "within 
a single screen a group of windows comprising". However, Applicant's specification 
neither explicitly states nor alludes to the number of screens utilized by the disclosed 
invention. As such, the addition of this limitation constitutes new matter. 

6. As per Claims 2-6 and 14, being directly dependant on Claim 1 and either failing 
to correct the deficiencies of Claim 1 or containing similar deficiencies to Claim 1, these 
claims are rejected for the same reasoning as applied to Claim 1 above. 

7. As per Claims 7-13 and 15, being directed to the system implementing the 
method of Claims 1-6 and 14 above and suffering the same deficiencies as Claims 1-6 
and 14, these claims are rejected for the same reasoning as applied to Claims; 1-6 and 
14 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 and 103 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Hennum (US Pat: 6,259,445), 
hereafter Hennum . 

11. As per Claim 1 , Hennum discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
including a method for generating a tutorial application linked to one or more source 
code elements, the method comprising the steps of: 

a) receiving user input indicating one or more source code elements to be 
selected and one or more data elements to be tagged to one or more selected source 
code elements (Col 11, Lines 6-25 and Col 12, Lines 20-35); 

b) tagging one or more selected source code elements with one or more of the 
data elements (Col 12, Lines 7 - 12); 

c) generating the tutorial application linked to one or more source code files from 
said tagged source code elements (Col 11, Lines 6-11); 

d) displaying the generated tutorial application, the tagged source code elements 
and the data elements in a display interface (Col 12, Lines 27-34), 

e) wherein the display interface simultaneously displays within a single screen a 
group of windows comprising (Figs. 7-16 and Col. 3, lines 1-18) (Windows are displayed 
both adjacent to one another, as well as overlapping, allowing content to be shown 
simultaneously. Further, since Hennum identifies Figs. 7-16 as screen shots of the 
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running application, the application windows must be on the same screen, thereby 
meeting this claim limitation): 

i) a list of tutorial steps contained within the application (Col. 9, lines 10- 
36) (The steps of the example code associated with the user-selected example are 
displayed to the user); 

ii) a source code window containing a source code element associated 
with a selected one of the tutorial steps of the list of tutorial steps (Col. 9, lines 10-36) 
(This window is updated to show the portion of source code being executed at the 
current step of the example being executed); and 

iii) an explanation window containing the one or more data elements 
associated with the source code element displayed in the code window (Col. 9, lines 10- 
36). 

1 2. While, as cited above, Hennum states that all of the displayed windows can be 
displayed on the same screen, Hennum goes on to state that the windows can be 
displayed on "various screens" (Col. 9, line 19). The terms "screen", "window" and 
"display" are often used interchangeably in the art and Examiner believes Hennum 's 
use of the term "various screens" to be an instance where "screen" and "window" were 
used interchangeably. 

1 3. However, if that is not the case, based on the passages and figures cited in the 
above rejection (Figs. 7-16 and Col. 3, lines 1-18), Hennum impliedly teaches that the 
disclosed method could be implemented on a single screen. Further, a single-monitor 
computer system is the defacto standard for single-user computer systems and since 
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Hennum discusses the use of such a system (Col. 1 , lines 1-55 and Fig. 1-3A), using 
such a computer system with Hennum 's disclosed invention would be the likely choice 
for implementing the disclosed method. 

14. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated 
to do so by the cost advantage of only requiring a single monitor to view the application, 
rather than adding considerable cost to building and operating a computer system by 
requiring a user to have multiple monitors. 

1 5. As per Claim 2, Hennum discloses wherein the selected source code elements 
are tagged by a markup language (Col 12, Lines 7-12). 

16. As per Claim 3, Hennum discloses wherein support for one or more 
programming languages is provided (Col 5, Lines 60-67). 

17. As per Claim 4, Hennum discloses wherein support for one or more execution 
environments is provided (Col 5, Lines 50-59). 

1 8. As per Claim 5, Hennum discloses wherein receiving user input further 
comprises creating one or more tutorial steps (Col 4, Lines 46-59 and Col 11, Lines 6- 
11) (The "annotations" meet this claim limitation). 
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1 9. As per Claim 6, Hennum discloses wherein the data elements comprise an 
explanation text for the selected source code elements (Col 4, Lines 46-59 and Col 11, 
Lines 6-11) (The "annotations" meet this claim limitation). 

20. As per Claims 7-12, being directed to the system implementing the method of 
Claims 1-6, respectively, these claims are rejected for the same reasons as Claims 1-6 
above. 

21 . As per Claim 13, being the computer program product loaded into the internal 
memory of a computer with instructions for implementing the method of Claim 1, it is 
rejected for the same reasons as Claim 1 above. 

22. As per Claim 14, this claim is rejected for the same reasons as Claim 1 above. 

23. As per Claim 15, this claim is rejected for the same reasons as Claim 7 above. 

Response to Arguments 

24. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 1-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard Pantoliano Jr whose telephone number is (571) 
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270-1049. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 8am - 4 pm 



26. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571)272-3718. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

27. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 



EST. 



RP 

05/08/2007 




